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President’s Address, J. G. Schurman, “ The Idea of a University,” - - 
This subject not out of keeping with programme arranged 
by committee; the institution recent; we constantly misunder- 
stand the nature of a university; definition of the word; wzz- 
versitas applied to guilds of tailors as well as guilds of scholars; 
earliest universities; Bologna, a guild of scholars; Paris, a guild 
of masters; essential features of our modern universities go back 
to these two typical institutions; universities of Middle Ages 
laid stress on personality; why Paris became conspicuous for 
theology and Bologna for law; medizval universities sprang from 
practical needs of the people; our universities are playing same 
part; if universities are to do their work well, teachers must be 
free ; development of students’ boarding house into college ; what 
must be the aim of our higher institutions of learning. 
Publications of the Association, - - - - 
Robinson, James H., Discussion, - - - - 
Response to Address of Welcome, J. G. Schurman, - - 
Sachs, Julius, “ What is the Present Consensus of Opinion as to the Most 
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Sharpless, Isaac, “What is the Present Consensus of Opinion as to the 
Most Important Problemsin Preparatory and Collegiate Education? ” 


Sketch of the Association, - - - - : B : 
Stoddard, F. H., Report of Committee on Entrance Requirements in Eng- 
lish, - - - - - . . be 


Tarr, R. S., ‘“‘ What is the Consensus of Opinion as to the Place of Science 
in the Preparatory Schools ?” - - - - - 
Treasurer’s Report, - - - - - - - - 
Taylor, J. M., Address of Welcome, - - - - - - 
Vote of Thanks to Vassar College, - - - - . - 
“What is the Present Consensus of Opinion as to the Most Important Prob- 
lems in Preparatory and Collegiate Education ?”’ Isaac Sharpless, - 
Changes to take effect in June’98; beneficent revolution will 
be brought about ; what these changes involve; more time nec- 
essary; objections to advanced age of graduation; causes for 
difference in attainments between American boy and French boy; 
place of athletics; lack of intellectual ambition; gradual recov- 
ery in regard to loss of time in secondary schools; the pure 
college ; probably supported by what patrons? division of sec- 
ondary education and relegation of latter part to college; serious 
objection ; what sort of college has important place in our Amer- 
ican system ? 
Same Topic, Julius Sachs, - - - - - - 
Is it impossible for colleges to agree upon uniform entrance 
requirements ? three drawbacks in college requirements as out- 
come of recent discussions; sight translation test too prominent ; 
lack of appreciation of value of facts in history, and advocacy of 
premature attempts at research; valuable modification of school 
programmes as result of Historical Committee report; English 
commissions should remodel the whole of our English teaching in 
primary and secondary work; reasons for excellence of French 
system; more time should be given to secondary instruction ; 
twenty-five weekly periods advised; lack of properly equipped 
instructors ; preparation of European teachers; how are we to 
effect this improvement ? two suggestions offered. 
Discussion, Henry B. Fine, - : - - - : 
Is it possible with present equipment to reach results insisted 
upon by previous speakers? quality of preparation must be 
improved ; differentiation of preparatory work; personal obser- 
vation is that the men who have distinguished themselves in 
physics and chemistry are the men who have got full benefit of 
classical discipline. 
Discussion, Melvil Dewey, - - - - - - 
We want more transit in education — not quicker ; students are 
either going into a holiday or emerging from one most of the 


year; mistake to lose the college while we gain the university ; a 
standard too high is sometimes worse than one as much too low; 
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illustrated by fable; college must rest on four-year high-school 
course ; grammar schools not to stop with an eight-year course ; 
educational folly for colleges any longer to follow jackscrew plan. 
Discussion, John G. Wight, - - - - - - 
If there is time, additional study of history has claims; shall 
it be superficial skimming, or thorough mastery of limited portion ? 
making all the teaching contribute to knowledge of English is 
impracticable ; too little time given to school and to study; how 
shall we improve the conditions under which the better equipped 
teacher is to work ? technical and artistic subjects should be 
taught by teachers specially trained. 
Discussion, A. L. Goodrich, - - - - - - 
Not convinced that recent changes in university standards 
involve increased age for admission or more time in preparation ; 
options in entrance requirements ; reasons for disagreeing with 
those who would substitute general history in the place of special. 
Discussion, J. H. Robinson, - - - - - - 
Justification of Subcommittee of Ten; we must distinguish 
between the two kinds of facts. 
Further Discussion by W. W. Birdsall, Professor Ashmore, Mr. Ashley, 
Mr. Buchanan, Francis Heiermann, - - - - - 
“What is the Consensus of Opinion as to the Place of Science in the Pre- 
paratory Schools ?” R. S. Tarr, - - - - - 
Important progress in natural-science teaching of secondary 
schools; science teaching has taken a prominent and unassailable 
position; serious obstacle in the path of science instruction; 
pupils, whatever their future, need science training; too much 
pseudo-science in schools ; teacher should be specially trained in 
one science or group of allied sciences; makes little difference 
which group is selected ; science work should be elastically elec- 
tive ; science instruction should be of disciplinary value; in the 
enthusiasm for the new, a tendency to overlook the importance of 
the old; when geography is properly taught, science study will 
produce better results ; physical geography ; science teachers have 
the right to demand that science be placed on list of college 
entrance subjects. 
Same Topic, C. C. Wilson, - - - . - - 
Scientific science teaching has been developed within thirty 
years; greater part of growth within last ten years; war between 
classics and sciences; the contentions of the classical advocates ; 
those of the scientists; there is no consensus of opinion about 
science; consensus as to the amount of time that should be 
devoted to science; any science properly taught one year should 
count toward admission to college; movement toward making 
science work more intensive and less extensive; should a year of 
science offset a yearof Latin or Greek? division of time in science 
study; answers favor immediate future of science in secondary 
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school; objections to early science study answered; quantitative 
accuracy necessary; not what have you studied, but how well ? 
in culture value of any subject, personality of teacher must be 
taken into account. 
Discussion, E. G. Conklin, - - - - - 
Colleges do not properly recognize science work done in pre- 
paratory schools, and are responsible for deficiencies in such 
teaching ; pseudo-science is better than no science at all; obser- 
vational sciences ought to precede experimental; influence of 
premature experimentation on biology; craze for specialization; 


better devote a year to each of several sciences than several years 


to one science; in preparatory schools we must have exfemsion. 
Discussion, Le R. C. Cooley, - . - : - - 
“‘ Preparatory School” covers all grades from primary to high 
school inclusive; schools supported by the people should be 
devoted to education of children of all the people; science has 
made for itself a permanent place, but where is this place? would 
lay less stress upon sum total of time, and greater stress upon the 
fact that the study should be continuous from beginning to end 
of school life. 
Discussion, C. B. Wood, - - : - - ° 
Long struggle between science and the classics; personal 
experience shows that good teaching of science is in high schools 
and the bad incolleges ; public sentiment will not always admit of 
a classical high school at public expense ; urge colleges to recog- 
nize high-school course as preparation for college. 
Further Discussion by Charles De Garmo, Professor Brigham, and 
Professor Cattell, - - - - - - - 
Wight, John G., Discussion, - - - - . - . 
Wilson, C.C., “ What is the Consensus of Opinion as to the Place of 
Science in the Preparatory Schools ?” - . 
Wood, C. B., Discussion, - - - : - 
Work of National Congress of Mothers, Mrs. Cassedy, - 
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